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L. 92–463, as amended, the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration
announces a meeting of the NASA
Advisory Council.
DATES: Wednesday, February 24, 1999,
8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m.; and Thursday,
February 25, 1999, 8:30 a.m. to 3 p.m.
ADDRESSES: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration, Room 9H40, 300
E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20546.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Kathy Dakon, Code Z, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration,
Washington, DC 20546, 202/358–0732.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
meeting will be closed to the public on
Wednesday, February 24, 1999, from
8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m. in accordance with
5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(4), to allow for industry
presentations which may contain
proprietary data. Thursday, February 25,
1999, will be open to the public up to
the seating capacity of the room. The
agenda for the meeting is as follows:
—Status Presentation of X–33 and X–34
—Committee/TaskForce/Working Group

Reports
—Discussion of Findings and

Recommendations
A detailed agenda and further

information about the NASA Advisory
Council is available on the world wide
web at: http://www.hq.nasa.gov/office/
codez/nac.htm.

It is imperative that the meeting be
held on these dates to accommodate the
scheduling priorities of the key
participants. Visitors will be requested
to sign a visitor’s register.

Dated: January 22, 1999.
Matthew M. Crouch,
Advisory Committee Management Officer,
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration.
[FR Doc. 99–2063 Filed 1–27–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7510–01–P

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice 99–020]

NASA Advisory Council (NAC), Space
Science Advisory Committee (SScAC),
Solar System Exploration
Subcommittee

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Pub.
L. 92–463, as amended, the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration
announces a meeting of the NASA
Advisory Council, Space Science

Advisory Committee, Solar System
Exploration Subcommittee.
DATES: Monday, February 22, 1999, 8:30
a.m. to 5 p.m., and Tuesday, February
23, 1999, 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m.
ADDRESSES: Radisson Resort on the Port,
8701 Astronaut Boulevard, Cape
Canaveral, Florida.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dr.
Carl Pilcher, Code S, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration,
Washington, DC 20546, (202) 358–2470.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
meeting will be open to the public up
to the capacity of the room. The Agenda
for the meeting is as follows:
—Introductory Plenary
—SSES–SeCAS meeting
—Plenary with Dr. E. Weiler
—SSES–OS meeting
—SSES–SEUS meeting
—General meeting
—SSES meets with Dr. E. Weiler
—Concluding discussion; future plans

It is imperative that the meeting be
held on these dates to accommodate the
scheduling priorities of the key
participants. Visitors will be requested
to sign a visitor’s register.

Dated: January 22, 1999.
Matthew M. Crouch,
Advisory Committee Management Officer,
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration.
[FR Doc. 99–2064 Filed 1–27–99; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7510–01–P

THE NATIONAL BIPARTISAN
COMMISSION ON THE FUTURE OF
MEDICARE

Public Meeting

The National Bipartisan Commission
on the Future of Medicare will hold a
public meeting on Tuesday, February 9,
1999 beginning at 9:00 a.m. Location of
the meeting to be announced. Please
check the Commission’s web site for
additional information: http://
Medicare.Commission.Gov

Tuesday, February 9, 1999, 9:00 a.m.
Agenda: Members of the Commission

to discuss a premium support system.
If you have any questions, please

contact the Bipartisan Medicare
Commission, ph: 202–252–2380.

I hereby authorize publication of the
Medicare Commission meetings in the
Federal Register.
Julie Hasler,
Office Manager, National Bipartisan Medicare
Commission.
[FR Doc. 99–2183 Filed 1–26–99; 3:03 pm]
BILLING CODE 1132–00–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket No. 50–461]

Illinois Power Company; Notice of
Consideration of Issuance of
Amendment to Facility Operating
License, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
considering issuance of an amendment
to Facility Operating License No. NPF–
62 issued to Illinois Power Company
(IP, or the licensee) for operation of the
Clinton Power Station (CPS), located in
DeWitt County, Illinois.

The proposed amendment requests
changes to the Technical Specification
degraded voltage relay setpoints.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

The Commission has made a
proposed determination that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration. Under
the Commission’s regulations in 10 CFR
50.92, this means that operation of the
facility in accordance with the proposed
amendment would not (1) involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of
a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated; or
(3) involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its
analysis of the issue of no significant
hazards consideration, which is
presented below:

(1) The proposed changes do not involve
a significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated.

The degraded voltage relays are designed
to respond to degraded voltage conditions
from the offsite sources, and are not initiators
of such a condition themselves. However,
proper establishment of the degraded voltage
relay setpoints is necessary to avoid
inadvertent or unnecessary disconnection of
the offsite source and transfer to the standby
diesel generators (DGs) when the offsite
sources are still capable of supplying
adequate power to the plant safety buses. At
the same time, proper establishment of the
setpoints must also ensure that a transfer will
occur when required so that power can be
provided to safety loads, with voltage at
greater than or equal to the minimum
required voltage. The revised degraded
voltage setpoints were established consistent
with these requirements using an NRC-
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approved methodology. The revised setpoints
(and the revised minimum bus voltage
specified in the DG surveillances) take into
account the new minimum required bus
voltage required for all safety loads based on
a more in-depth circuit analysis.
Concurrently, the expected range of offsite
voltage has been factored into the setpoint
calculations to ensure that the offsite source
can reset the degraded voltage relays at the
minimum expected offsite voltage, thus
maximizing the availability of the offsite
source consistent with the intent of 10 CFR
50 Appendix A General Design Criterion 17.

Raising the degraded voltage relay
setpoints does not increase the probability of
transferring the safety buses to the DGs. This
is because the existing margin between the
safety bus voltage (based on the minimum
expected offsite voltage) and the upper reset
value of the degraded voltage relay will be
maintained by the static VAR compensators
that are installed on the CPS auxiliary power
system.

Chapter 15 of the Clinton Updated Safety
Analysis Report (USAR) discusses the effects
of anticipated process disturbances to
determine their consequences and the
capability of the plant to control or
accommodate such events. Subsection 15.2.6
discusses loss of a-c power, including loss of
grid voltage. This discussion demonstrates
that fuel design limits and reactor coolant
pressure boundary design conditions are not
exceeded. The proposed changes do not
affect the discussion nor the conclusion of
this evaluation.

Due to the associated change in the tap
setting for the reserve auxiliary transformer
(RAT), the proposed changes involve some
increased potential for overvoltage for certain
loads. Although the estimated magnitude of
the overvoltage to those loads is not severe,
procedural guidance will be established to
prevent or mitigate such a condition. This
will minimize the potential for equipment
failure due to overvoltage. Therefore, this
aspect of the proposed changes does not
involve a significant increase in the
probability of failure of equipment important
to safety.

Based on the above, the proposed changes
do not involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of any accident
previously evaluated.

(2) The proposed changes do not create the
possibility of a new or different kind of
accident from any accident previously
evaluated.

The proposed changes involve setpoint
changes for the degraded voltage relays and
a change to the minimum bus voltage
required to be achieved during DG testing.
The setpoint changes to the relays alters their
performance in an intended manner but in no
other way affects their intended function.
The change to the DG surveillance criteria is
primarily administrative since the DGs have
repeatedly shown that they are able to
achieve this value during testing. The DGs
themselves are physically unaffected. These
changes by themselves thus involve no
physical changes to the facility, no new
failure modes of initiating conditions that
could lead to a new or different accident.

Notwithstanding the above, and as noted
previously, the associated change in the RAT

tap setting could involve an increased
potential for overvoltage to some plant loads.
As noted above, however, this potential is
reduced by providing procedural guidance to
plant operators. The potential for equipment
failure due to overvoltage is thus minimized,
and no new failure mode is thus introduced.

Based on the above, the proposed changes
do not involve any significant increase in the
failure of plant equipment due either to
overvoltage or inadequate voltage, and do not
introduce any new failure modes or
conditions that could lead to a new or
different kind of accident. On this basis, the
proposed changes do not create the
possibility of a new or different accident
from any accident previously evaluated.

(3) None of the proposed changes involve
a significant reduction in a margin of safety.

The margin of safety that may be associated
with the degraded voltage relays is the
margin involved in ensuring adequate voltage
to plant safety loads. The revised degraded
voltage relay setpoints, as proposed, were
established by an NRC-accepted methodology
that ensures the revised setpoints will
maintain this margin of safety. Consistent
with this determination, the proposed
revision of the lower voltage limit for the DG
surveillances (SR3.8.1.2, SR 3.8.1.7, SR
3.8.1.11, SR 3.8.1.12, SR 3.8.1.15, SR
3.8.1.19, and SR 3.8.1.20) will assure that the
DGs will be capable of controlling voltage to
a range that will be adequate for the loads on
the bus. This value was determined using
revised voltage calculations and is consistent
with the proposed degraded voltage
setpoints. Therefore, the proposed changes
do not involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes to determine that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 30 days of the date of publication
of this notice will be considered in
making any final determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 30-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
30-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final
determination will consider all public
and State comments received. Should
the Commission take this action, it will
publish in the Federal Register a notice

of issuance and provide for opportunity
for a hearing after issuance. The
Commission expects that the need to
take this action will occur very
infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Chief, Rules and
Directives Branch, Division of
Administrative Services, Office of
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, DC 20555–
0001, and should cite the publication
date and page number of this Federal
Register notice. Written comments may
also be delivered to Room 6D59, Two
White Flint North, 11545 Rockville
Pike, Rockville, Maryland, from 7:30
a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal workdays.
Copies of written comments received
may be examined at the NRC Public
Document Room, the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC.

The filing of requests for hearing and
petitions for leave to intervene is
discussed below.

By March 1, 1999, the licensee may
file a request for a hearing with respect
to issuance of the amendment to the
subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s ‘‘Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings’’ in 10
CFR Part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714,
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and at the local public
document room located at the Vespasian
Warner Public Library, 310 N. Quincy
Street, Clinton, IL 61727. If a request for
a hearing or petition for leave to
intervene is filed by the above date, the
Commission or an Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board, designated by the
Commission or by the Chairman of the
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board
Panel, will rule on the request and/or
petition; and the Secretary or the
designated Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board will issue a notice of hearing or
an appropriate order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why intervention should be permitted
with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) the nature of the



4476 Federal Register / Vol. 64, No. 18 / Thursday, January 28, 1999 / Notices

petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should
also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplement to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter. Each contention
must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
must provide sufficient information to
show that a genuine dispute exists with
the applicant on a material issue of law
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to
matters within the scope of the
amendment under consideration. The
contention must be one which, if
proven, would entitle the petitioner to
relief. A petitioner who fails to file such
a supplement which satisfies these
requirements with respect to at least one
contention will not be permitted to
participate as a party.

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave to
intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing, including the opportunity to
present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

If a hearing is requested, the
Commission will make a final
determination on the issue of no
significant hazards consideration. The
final determination will serve to decide
when the hearing is held.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration, the
Commission may issue the amendment
and make it immediately effective,
notwithstanding the request for a
hearing. Any hearing held would take
place after issuance of the amendment.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves a
significant hazards consideration, any
hearing held would take place before
the issuance of any amendment.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene must be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, Attention:
Rulemakings and Adjudications Staff, or
may be delivered to the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, by the above date. A
copy of the petition should also be sent
to the Office of the General Counsel,
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555–0001, and to
Leah Manning Stetzner, Vice President,
General Counsel, and Corporate
Secretary, 500 South 27th Street,
Decatur, IL 62525, attorney for the
licensee.

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or requests
for hearing will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer, or
the presiding Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board that the petition and/or
request should be granted based upon a
balancing of the factors specified in 10
CFR 2.714(a)(1)(I)–(v) and 2.714(d).

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated January 20, 1999,
which is available for public inspection
at the Commission’s Public Document
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L
Street, NW., Washington, DC, and at the
local public document room located at
the Vespasian Warner Public Library,
310 N. Quincy Street, Clinton, IL 61727.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 22nd
day of January 1999.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Jon B. Hopkins,
Senior Project Manager, Project Directorate
III–2, Division of Reactor Projects—III/IV,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 99–1984 Filed 1–27–99; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

[SF 2809–1]

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request for Review of a New
Information Collection

AGENCY: Office of Personnel
Management.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: In accordance with the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (Pub.
L. 104–13, May 22, 1995), this notice
announces that the Office of Personnel
Management has submitted to the Office
of Management and Budget a request for
a new information collection. SF 2809–
1, Annuitant/OWCP Health Benefits
Election Form, will be used by
annuitants of Federal retirement
systems other than the Civil Service
Retirement System (CSRS) and the
Federal Employees Retirement System
(FERS), including the Foreign Service
Retirement System and the Office of
Workers’ Compensation Programs
(OWCP), and certain former dependents
of these individuals. These former
dependents include certain former
spouses who are eligible for enrollment
under the Spouse Equity Act of 1984
(Pub. L. 98–615), and certain former
dependents who are eligible for
enrollment under the Temporary
Continuation of Coverage (TCC)
provisions of FEHB law (5 U.S.C.
8905a).

Approximately 9,000 SF 2809–1
forms will be completed annually. Each
form will take approximately 30
minutes to complete. The annual
estimated burden will be 4,500 hours.

For copies of this proposal, contact
Mary Beth Smith-Toomey on (202) 606–
8358, or E-mail to mbtoomey@opm.gov.
DATES: Comments on this proposal
should be received by March 1, 1999.
ADDRESSES: Send or deliver comments
to—
Abby L. Block, Chief, Insurance Policy

and Information Division, Retirement
and Insurance Service, U.S. Office of
Personnel Management, 1900 E Street,
NW, Room 3425, Washington, DC
20415–0001, and

Joseph Lackey, OPM Desk Officer,
Office of Information and Regulatory
Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, New Executive Office
Building, NW, Room 3002,
Washington, DC 20503

FOR INFORMATION REGARDING
ADMINISTRATIVE COORDINATION—CONTACT:
Donna G. Lease, Budget &
Administrative Services Division, (202)
606–0623.


